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TASKS

1.

TASK 1:
Task 1a:
Task 1b:

TASK 3:
Task 3a:
Task 3b:

2.
NONE

3.
Task 1f:

ONGOING TASKS (this month)

INVENTORY & ANALYSIS

Environmental & Physical Analysis of Agricultural Land Use Practices
Agriculture and Agribusiness Update (UF under separate contract)

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT & INTERAGENCY COORDINATION

Citizens’ Advisory Committee
Related Studies Coordination

COMPLETED TASKS

NEW TASKS (beginning at month 5)
Fiscal Impact (DouglasKrieger’s sub-task only)
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MEETING MINUTES

AGRICULTURAL AND RURAL AREA STUDY, MIAMI-DADE COUNTY, FLORIDA

MEETING SUMMARY

CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Cooperative Extension, 18710 SW 288th Street, Homestead, Florida

Board Members Present

Craig Wheeling (Chairman)
Ron Weeks (Vice-Chairman)

Ivonne Alexander
John Alger

August 16% 2001

Erin Deady — new member representing the Audubon Society

Santiago Garcia
Bill Losner
Cooper McMillan
Reed Olszack
James Pierce
Karsten Rist

Erik Tietig

Board Members Absent

Noble Hendrix
Santiago Iglesias
Phil Marraccini
Brent Probinsky

Minutes

I. Call to Order

- Craig Wheeling called the meeting to order at 6:35pm.
- The UF team present at the meeting introduced themselves: Dr. Bob Degner, Tom Stevens and David

Mulkey

- Jerry Bell introduced Erin Deady, who would be replacing Dr. Mark Kraus as the National Audubon
Society Representative effective September 13. He noted that she was welcome to participate in
discussion, although not to vote until her appointment by the Board of County Commissioners became
official. He also acknowledged Technical Advisory Committee members in the audience: Don Pybas
from the Miami-Dade Cooperative Extension Service; Julie Baker, sitting in for Judy Nothdurft
from the Miami-Dade County Department of Environmental Resources Management; Karyn Ferro
from the National Park Service; Christine Coffin from the United States Department of Agriculture
Natural Resources Conservation Service; and Dr. Chuck Blowers, Research Chief for the Miami-Dade
Department of Planning and Zoning.
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MEETING MINUTES

IL. Approval of Agenda and Meeting Minutes
A motion was passed to move Item V. “Update on UF components of Task 1a. to Item III. on the
agenda.
Item III. “Presentation by National Park Service Representative on Everglades Restoration Issues” was
deferred to another meeting because the person designated to make the presentation was out of town
and could not attend. No exact date was set.
The agenda was then approved unanimously.
The meeting minutes were approved. However a CAC member asked why his concerns expressed at
the last meeting about the methodology used for the suitability criteria were not noted.
Another member said that some items and issues raised at the previous meeting were also not noted
and posed a general question about what format the Meeting Minutes should have. A request that the
Minutes be transcribed verbatim was turned down since it is the Consultant’s responsibility to only
provide a summary, and because a member noted that in some cases it is difficult to understand what
people are saying on the meeting tapes. A suggestion that objections or additions to the minutes to
be provided by members and attached as an appendix to the minutes was also rejected due to a lack of
time. After further discussion, the following was agreed to:
o A statement shall be made at the end of each Meeting Minutes Summary that a full record of
meetings will be made available to the Committee through the tapes.
o Meeting tapes will be made available to the Committee in the Cooperative Extension Service
library.
o Copies of these tapes shall be made available upon request.
II1. UF’s Presentation: Update on UF Components
Dr. Degner listed the objectives for their components of the Study, which are being conducted under
separate contract with the Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services. These objec-
tives mirror the objectives in the scope of services for the County’s Agriculture and Rural Area Study,
and are as follows: 1) to collect and analyze data for the long-run economic outlook of agriculture; and
2) to develop recommendations to enhance agriculture’s economic viability.
A list of their research team members and their areas of expertise was presented.
The circular communication loop between UF and DPZ and their sub-consultants was emphasized.
(To date, a number of maps have been provided by UF to URS).
A list of study goals was outlined:
o Identify the environmental and physical attributes and parameters that affect crops.
o Use GIS to create maps to show relationships between physical attributes and crop require-
ments.
o Examine current and future political and economic environments affecting Miami-Dade
agriculture.
Specific objectives were listed:
o Evaluate environmental constraints
o Evaluate technical development
o Evaluate structural changes
o Evaluate international trade challenges.
o Look at governmental policies on labor, crop insurance, water use, flood and wetlands
protection.
o Review market development strategies.
o Review infrastructure needs and policy concerns of farmers and agribusiness.
He outlined UF’s progress to date on economic outlook:
o Economic impact 100% complete
o Development of agriculture database 99%
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MEETING MINUTES

o Physical production parameters 100%

Technical development 99%
(new cultivars, cultural practices, pesticides, irrigation
management, fertilization, robotics & post harvest)

o

o Profitability issues 75%
o Structural changes in food distribution 90%
o Govt. policies on crop insurance & farm labor 80%
o Domestic market development 90%
o International trade issues 75%
o Communications infrastructure assessments 100%
o Infrastructure needs and policy concerns 80%

- For structural changes in food distribution they looked at changes in large food retailers consolida-
tions, changes in produce sales, branding of products, etc...

- For international trade, they looked at general trends in global trade patterns, trade agreements
(Caribbean Trade Initiatives (CBI), North America Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA), Free Trade Area
of the Americas (FTAA)), other countries abilities to produce, potential for large scale production,
macroeconomic issues, etc...

- UF believes that profitability is the key to agricultural retention and they looked at different profit-
ability tables / acres of different crops.

- Mr. Stevens’s presentation was on infrastructure needs and policy concerns

o 10,000 surveys were mailed to people, about 330 were returned

= 120 from fruit growers 20% farms / 80% acreage
= 46 from vegetables growers 34% farms / 56% acreage
= 147 from nurseries 26% farms / 34% acreage

o The surveys were also published in newspapers in English and Spanish
The objective was not only sampling, but to conduct a canvas.
o The survey ratings described the impact of a variety of issues on the different crops .
(e.g.: local land-use regulations, pesticide regulations, flood control policies, crop insurance
programs, APHIS services, trade policy, retail farmers markets, domestic market production,
law enforcement services,)

- . The IFAS team is currently reviewing the draft Report and expected to submit their comments
by Nov. 1%

- Some GIS deliverables have already been provided to the DPZ team.

- The final Report will be issued on December 31, 2001. UF prefers to issue the Report in its entirety
at that time.

- A CAC member challenged the accuracy of the potato and corn data and indicated that his experience
as a farmer was exactly contrary to the results reported.

- The Chairman asked UF if the CAC would be provided with an opportunity to review their draft
Report before it was finalized, and UF answered no. Several members expressed concern about a
non-industry group turning out a report without industry feedback. Chairman Wheeling temporarily
turned over the chairmanship to the Vice-Chairman.

- Chairman Wheeling noted that using statistics without allowing an opportunity for the community to
comment is problematic, and can result in the entire study being flawed. The Chairman indicated
that there may be problems with the underlying data due to voluntary participation by farmers. As an
example, he advised that in the past Brooks Tropicals did not participate in a State of Florida survey in
order to maintain the confidentiality of key data about the high profitability of limes. He noted that
this information was later provided to the State as part of the citrus canker damage assessment, and
that Brooks Tropical fully cooperated with the University of Florida’s surveys and data requests. Bob

o
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MEETING MINUTES

Iv:

Degner concurred that Brooks Tropicals has provided extensive input in the Report.
One member indicated that the University of Florida was chosen to do the study and should only have
to provide the CAC with a finished product. The member indicated that he was distressed that Brooks
Tropical had not cooperated with the UF Report.
UF stated that their data presented is the best possible based on the information provided to them and
USDA and State industry data. They are basing their study on the belief that they obtained objective
data. They cannot be held accountable for the fact that some farmers did not participate in the study
and have to operate on the premise that the data given to them was truthful and accurate. They cannot
submit the Report to the CAC for editing because each time a draft would be produced, more edits
would be made and the process would never end.
A CAC member stated that if the UF Report can be improved in any way, it should be even if it
means allowing comments to their draft. Another member suggested they wait until the final Report is
submitted before they provide comments since it would otherwise become a never-ending process.
Prospective member Erin Deady outlined the difference between providing feedback versus editing.
It was suggested that they have a mechanism in place that could improve the Report — a three-part
step which would include:

o An analysis of the data

o A potential suggestion for additional data

o Recommendations of where that information could be obtained.
Lee Rawlinson, Miami-Dade County Assistant Director for Planning, advised that the County had
worked closely with the Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services (FDACS) during the
contract negotiation process to ensure that the CAC would have an opportunity to comment on the
University of Florida’s component of the Study, and that provisions for such review were included in
UF’s contract with FDACS. He suggested that the CAC contact UF and FDACS and request UF
submit a draft to them before the Report is finalized.
A CAC member reiterated that it is important not to mislead local agriculturalists into farming crops
that appear to be profitable in the Report but that are actually not profitable. This could result in
overall less profits for the farmers altogether.
DPZ stated that there will be opportunities for the CAC to review and comment on the consultants’
work throughout the Study. DPZ’s consultants will present their methodology to the CAC at the outset
of each task, and a draft of their deliverables for comments prior to finalization. Discussion, feedback,
and two-way communication can and should occur throughout the Study process.._
The CAC expressed their respect and praise for UF’s work on this report, and reiterated the fact that
UF and IFAS are highly respected in the South Miami-Dade community. They did not want UF under
the impression that their comments were derogatory and are aware of UF’s expertise and professional
integrity. Members of the CAC reiterated that it was due to their insistence that UF was hired to
produce this Report and participate in the Study.

Update by DPZ
DPZ outlined for the CAC the adjustments that have been made to the Schedule of Services due
to the timeframe with which information is becoming available. The 18-month time frame for the
study has not changed.
DPZ reassured the CAC that the suitability criteria factors, ranking system and initial results presented
at last month’s meeting was preliminary and that adjustments would continue as the scope is further
defined. The CAC and TAC will continue to be actively involved in the development and refinement
of these criteria, and discussions with the sub-consultants are anticipated at subsequent meetings.
In reference to specific consultants work:

o Douglas Krieger will attend September’s meeting to discuss his methodology with the CAC

for his focus group work (Task 1f).
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MEETING MINUTES

VI:

o Paul Tischler’s methodology will also be presented to the CAC at the September or October’s
meeting (Task 1c)
o Freilich, Leitner and Carlisle will be presenting their methodology for their numerous tasks
at the October meeting.
At the request of the Chairman, DPZ briefly described Task 1¢ — Economic Outlook. As specified
in the contract, the majority of Task 1c. is being conducted by the University of Florida under their
separate contract with the Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services. Tischler and
Associates is conducting a portion of this work, an analysis of projected land values in the Study Area.
This work is dependent on information about the amount of land in the Study Area that is projected to
remain in agriculture that is to be provided by the County.
DPZ informed the CAC that the related studies already submitted for Task 3b had been handed out
to the TAC for their review and that they (TAC and CAC) had until September 30™ to add any
additional studies to the list. DPZ will assume that the format in which they were presented to the
CAC in the June Report is acceptable unless told otherwise. Some studies will only be listed while
others will have a brief description. Full copies of the studies will be made available to the CAC
for further in-depth readings.

Other Business

A CAC member asked Jerry Bell to make sure they are only required to file one disclosure form, even
if they serve on more than one Board. He advised that they are only required to fill out one form.

The member provided him with a copy of a letter she had received from the Elections Department
advising that she had not filed, even though she already had filed for another Board. He advised

that he would look into it for her.

Another member requested that the CAC be provided with an opportunity to revisit the suitability
criteria. DPZ assured them that they would have other opportunities to review the suitability criteria
with the consultants.

Public Comment

None

The next meeting is set for 09-20-01.

It was suggested that it would be a nice gesture for the CAC to send a thank you card to their guest
lecturers. This idea was approved and adopted by the CAC.

The meeting was adjourned at 8:40pm.

This is only a summary of the CAC meeting that occurred in August 16", 2001. If more detailed information
is requested, please contact Jerry Bell, the County Project Manager for a copy of the tapes made during the
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MONTHLY ACTIVITIES
BY CONSULTANTS

Duany Plater-Zyberk & Company (DPZ)

During the month of August and beginning Septembe, DPZ coordinated the on-going tasks between the various
consultants in order to ensure the following: 1) make sure work is obtained and completed in a timely manner,
according to the schedule; and 2) review consultant’s deliverables. DPZ attended the first TAC meeting, as
well as the fourth CAC meeting and produced meeting minutes for the CAC meeting. DPZ also produced the
monthly report.

DPZ is in the process of compiling a list of all related studies (federal, state, municipal and county projects)
that could impact our study area. DPZ has also been in contact with the majority of the TAC Board and has
asked for their assistance in reviewing the related studies list already submitted as well as their expertise and
recommendations for additional studies that could impact our study area. A list and brief summary of studies
were presented to the CAC for their review and comments in the June report. The deadline for additional realted
projects recommended by the TAC and CAC to be included is September 30th.

URS
URS has been working on the following tasks:

Data collection - 95% completed
URS has received the following data listed below from FPL and is in the process of reviewing it and preparing
it for use in the study:

Current Zoning

Future Zoning

Parcels

Conservation Lands

Aerial Photos at both one foot and reduced resolution

Utility Easements (Requested as part of the data package from FPL)

Proposed boundaries for incorporated Redlands

Maps - 75% complete
Revisions will be made to draft maps based on CAC comments.

Suitability Analysis/Model - 25-40% complete
They are awaiting additional feedback about the suitability criteria in order to apply them to the model. Criteria
will be further assessed for inclusion in the analysis.

Freilich, Leitner & Carlisle / Planning Works

Tyson Smith, an attorney with Freilich, Leitner & Carlisle, is contining to work with Jerry Bell, the Project
Manager, and Marina Khoury, of DPZ, in performing Task 3b- Related Studies Coordination; and specifically to
ensure that the ongoing review of related studies is comprehensive in scope and includes previously-performed
analyses that bear directly on the work of the Consultants and the County. Be reminded that all parties should
have suggested studies to be reviewed under this task to Marina Khoury, DPZ, not later than September 30,
2001.
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MONTHLY ACTIVITIES
BY CONSULTANTS

Additionally, Freilich, Leitner & Carlisle is preparing to begin Task 1f, Public Sector Fiscal Impact Analysis;
which will be performed between September of 2001 and July of 2002, and will involve extensive input from a
range of participating consultants. Both Robert Freilich and Tyson Smith will attend the October 18th meeting
of the CAC to discuss on-going and upcoming tasks and to give an overview of future tasks to be performed
over the duration of the Study.

Tischler & Associates

Paul Tischler has been developing his approach and methodology for Task 1C- Economic Outlook and refining
it with DPZ and the County prior to his presentation of it to the CAC. His approach will be to calculate the
likely aggregate sales prices in 2001 dollars of the land under the different land use types as noted in the scope
of services - Agricultural Zoning, Land at the Urban Fringe (1 dwelling unit/ 5 acres) and Suburban Residential
Use (3-6 units / acre). This aggregate amount will be a function of the information received from the County
Project Manager who will be providing “a schedule of the amount of land that is now, and is expected to be, in
agricultural use in 2010, 2020 and 2050”. The rationale and assumptions for this schedule will be presented by
the County Project Manager at the next meeting in order for the CAC to provide comments. Mr. Tischler will
review the agreed-upon schedule, as well as UF’s forecast of land utilization in their report prior to beginning
his task and presenting his methodology to the CAC.

In order for Mr. Tischler to begin Task 1F- Fiscal Impact, the following work has to be completed:

- The suitability criteria must have been finalized and incorporated into the GIS maps so that all land
constraints are known.

- A clear definition of the different scenarios of development must be developed and presented to the
CAC.

Mr. Tischler expects to begin this task in January 2002.

Douglas Krieger

Douglas Krieger expects to present his work plan for the focus groups to the CAC on September 20. At that
meeting he will discuss the rationale for the focus groups, the procedures for selecting participants, and review
the topics of discussion. As soon thereafter as practical, he will recruit focus group participants and conduct
the focus groups. The discussions will address citizens’ general attitudes about farmland preservation and their
reaction to the three alternative development scenarios. His primary purpose in the focus groups will be to
identify the land use and farmland preservation issues that are relevant to citizens and learn the language they
use to discuss the issues. This will help him design survey instruments that will communicate effectively with
potential respondents and gather meaningful information about willingness to pay for farmland preservation.

Between now and the start of the focus groups he will work with DPZ, Patricia Bidol-Padva and the county to
develop a sampling strategy, identify a focus group moderator, design a discussion guide, identify facilities in
which to conduct the focus groups, and begin recruiting participants.
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SUITABILITY CRITERIA
UPDATE

[PRUNINY) Works

Memo

To:  Consulting Team and Cilizens Advisory Commities
From:Michzael Lauer, AICP - Principal

Data: September 7, 201

Re: Update on Land Use Suitability Factors

The consultant 1eam 5 conlinuing to evaluate the significance of development
suitability factors and requests the TAC and CAC to share their expertise on the
relativa importance sach factor. Al the July meeling, the CAC provided the attachead
initial rankings of development suitability factors. However, these rankings were
submitted prior to meaningful discussion of each factor.  In August, the TAC
discussed the suitakility factors, In Qctober the CAGC will receive the TAC's
commments and will be asked to re-rank each faclor based on the addilional
infommation.

Al tha end of Lhis memo iz a list of initial comments about each factor supplied by
CAC, TAC and consultant team members. The flrst comment (italicized) indicates
thes best available method for measuring Ihe impacl of tha factor. While repatitive
comments have bean consolidated, all substantive paints have been included as a
record of the discussion. If you have addiional comments, please forward them to
me through Jerry Bell as soon as possible so that everyone can review them prior to
the October mesting.

The factors will by ussd to determine the susceplibility of agricultural land to
conversion to non-agricultural uses i accordance with Task 1.a.(3) of the
consultants” scope, bul also will be used in the comparison of three scenarios —
agricultural, rural residential and urban. Many of the facters have limited relevance o
agriculture, but ara crilical for evaluating the urban scenaria,

8626 Sanin Fe Drive, Suile 303 + Overdand Park, Kanaas BES12 + 913,381 7852 (tel) + 5133817850 {fax}
mlmrﬁmn&g@gﬂm
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SUITABILITY CRITERTA

Potential Suitability Factors

UPDATE

" Factors

Comments/Discussion Points

Ag

Avg. Initial Ranking
Rur. [ Urban

Hes.

Ras.

Environmental

Snils

and permaakity

+ Eximting snils generally are nat & sonstrant o
assat for agricutiural development

= Soils are ol a factor lor graenhouse industry

« Key concern for rural residential development s
soil permeaabilinysentic systerm suitabiliy

« kpy concem for urban devakpoment is
shrink/awell

+ Bagi: consideralion jn all land use planning

400

1.82

145

Dramage

¢ Analysis wowd  bous  on foodng and
grovndwaler depihs
+ Ponding andfor resulting elevations in the waler

lable affect agricullural development and seplc
suitability lor rural resicential davelopmant

+ Dranagg challenges may be expersive o
rasolve for urban development

+ Drainage pelems throwgh the stody area have
affecled downslrearm habilal areas

» Lpatréam drainage changes have resulled n
figoding in the study arsa

+ Factor i redundan wilh depth 1o waler 1ablke

andl Boodding potential — suggest daletion

4.18

3%

avs

Depth to watar
tabile

v Arafysfs woukd focus On FRENmum average

mmoniily dendh o waler [aibe

« Significant limitation or agrculiural and septic
suilabilly for rural residential development —
s2a drainage

+ Afectz houwsing foundations and flood potentlal

4.00

318

245

. "Septic system
| canstralnls

+ Analyss wowld evaluate depth fo water labla
arvd sofl permeaiTiy

+« Primarly a concem for  rural  resicdeniial
devaloprment

+ Key constraints ame soil types (a.g., claya) and
depth 1o waler table

« AHected by density
= Hepetitive - sUggest dalehon of this factor
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SUITABILITY CRITERTA

UPDATE

Factors

Comments/Discussion Points

Avg. initial Ranking |

Ag

Rur.
Res.

Urban
Ras.

Groaunchaater
gualley

= MO readiy avadable data for analyss

« Agfaullural concem about shalow polabie
water walls

» See comments on groundwater viulharability

Groundwater
vulpershility

v Analysis would foous on depth o aquifer and
=0l pevmreabiity

s Concem i§ aboul ahalow wels used by
acyicultural and rural residents.

« Aecommend this taclor be re-termed walsr
cquality - this woukl ackiress salwaler infrusion,
drinking waler wells and conlamination of the
anuifer.

3.00

30

335

Weal hield locations
anl protescion

v Analysis would focus on defined  welliekd
protection areas.

» Municipa] well fleld prolection arsas ara a
concem for inkensive seplic system ussa, some
Inclestial uses and some agreutural ectivities

» How significant is agriculural well quality?

& Basic snvironmenial concem 18 alko water
quality. Repelitve — suggest deklion of Lhis
tacior.

2m

327

326

Potential for
floading

» Anaiysis would be based on food hazards
maps, though there i nod much varance
throughout shudy area

= Enbre area iz sublact to flooding

+ Urhan and rural development can betler control
typical lood events

e Basic considergtion for rural and  uban
developmart, though it posas peredic fzk to
agriclture

49N

4.27

=)

Wedlands

» Existing wollands maps show  is0%Eled
occumeroas of ihis factor in shudy ares

= Alrgady requiated

+ Becommend this lactor be combined uhder tha
heading of Sensitive and Protected Habilal
Aroas

335

3.35

2m
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SUITABILITY CRITERTA

UPDATE

Faclors

Comments/Discussion Poihts

Avag. Inltial Ranking

Ag | Rur.

Res.

Urban
Res.

Senzithee habitat
areas

« Hahital aroas are not expictly mapped.
Weliands would probably sernve as a wefd

Froxy
s |golaled incidéncs Ih study area

» Already regulated

» Fenarme this Tactor as: Sensiive and Protectsd
Habitat Areas.  This will reduce the need to
hiave wetlands 25 a separate acion

336 364

364

| Topograpky/
elevation

= Anaihisis based on axisting lopographical da[a.
though avaiaiva map data shows Smited roliof

irr the study area

+ More detailed contour mapping would be
ragiuired 1o make Ihis a very useful kactor

= Most significant in retation 1o tooding and depth
to water fable

« Devalapers can buikd-up home sikes
+ Asdundant — suggest this factor be removed

4.09 282

236

INvasive extic
plant spacias

+ Mo data cumently avalabie fo consudlant beem

« This emvirpnmental faclor & a major problém
throughout the State of Florida. Pest Control is
majr expense o agricultural producers and
govemmeanrt  agencies  responsible  for
coniroleradicaticn, Recanmeand this facior be
added, This does not directly determine kand
use, bul dramatically reduces the profil margins
for agricutural  producets i Miami-Dadks
Courity.

» Suggest broadening 1o ivasivelexotic spetiks
= Arg data readily available?

Air qualty concems

s This compalibiiy fachor could be measwred as
proxendy fo agricuiural operations

= When residential aress am placed adjacent 10
Agriculiure lands users otten complain of oors,
dust, emoke o gpray drifl. This intclarance lor
farning methods can work towards famming
resirictionz and more costy methods.  The
rasulis of poor zorng, igrorance and lack of
community  planning. Fecommend this
Environmental Faclor be added,
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SUITABILITY CRITERTA

UPDATE

Factors

Comments/Discussicn Points

Avg. Initial Ranking

Ag

Rur.
Fas.

Urban
Res.

[ Water quantity

« Consultant leam  cumonily does nat have
nforraafion on waler supndy Bndalfons  as
apphad to differerd areas

« An avident erwironmental concem wilh current
and projectad  water restictions  that  will
continue  to regulate al of our  lves.
Recommend this Envionmentad Factor be
addecl

Nalural disasters/
weaather

» Need {0 find a method fo quantity the impact of
this faclor on sulabily for agdciftural, sl
rasidertial and rban development

¢ Thase events have and will corfinge to shape
the typa of agricultural crops and [farming
methods that exigt in South Fldda, Crop
Insurance  EBsuss. Recommend  this
Environmental Faclor be added

infrastruciure and Bullt Environment

Ftad capacity!

CONCUFrency

o Traific modeling wowld  Mdemilfy capacity
oonstraits  for sl residential and  wrbare
aevefopma scananos

* Primaiily a ceveloprment issue and rot in the
Imevest of Ag or FHura Residences.
Recormmeand thia facior ba removed

1.82

3.45

4.64

Average fravel time:

» Traffic modaiing would indicate average iavel
tme‘disianca for @ach scenano

« hore significant facier 1or urban devalopment
+ Rural resiclents want te Bve far from work

s Take a Guess? Thal's ag good as it gets
Recommend this facior be removed

145

.16

4.55

Water systermn
avaiability and
capacity, including
fire iow

v Froximidy fo existing syslems wilh capaciy
woutd be used 1o cvaluate polanifaf for ruraf
residardiai and urban develapmant

+ Primarly a development issue and not in the
interes| of Ag or Rural Aesidences at this ime.
Water Quantity already adkdiressed abave undar
Envircnmental Factors. Recommend this faclor
b rermoved,

182

27

455

Centralized
wastowater aystem
availabaty and
capacity

« Proxinly fo exisliing systams with capacdy
would be used (o evalusle pofential for urban
clavelopynent

+ Primanly a development issue and not n the
interest of Ag o Rual Residances.
Recommened this facior be removed,

127

282

4.45
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SUITABILITY CRITERTA

UPDATE

Factors

Comments/Discussion Polnts

Avg. Inltial Ranking

Ag

Rur.

Res.

Lrban
Res.

Awailability of other
utilities {e.q3.,
eleciricity, natral
gas)

s Proximily &0 existing systemns with capaciy
woukd be ieed b0 evaluale podential for rural
residontial and urban devefoprment

+ Primarity a development issue and not N the
inlerest  of &g o PFual Resdences.
Recommend this factor be removed,

208

.73

473

Prximity 10 Fire
Stations

« Propdimdly o fire sfations workd be wsed as a
pioxy for msponge Mines  fr urban
development and o delermine the costs of
providing adeguale coverage

+ Whal does this have 1o do with preserving Ag
and e Rural Characteristc of Miami-Dade
County?  Also, Avaliabiiity of Public Fagilitios
and Servicas already addresses this facio.
Recommand this factar be removed.

200

.27

4435

Availability of
schoole and othar
bl facililes

« Aceiftional senace damands woldd Be usen o
davalorment scanans

= Rural residents assume that they will not live
rezar these faciitias

= Hospitals, Police, Fire and Schools are facilities
needed in rurel and urban communites.
Recormmend adkling ; & Services™ 1o this factor
in ardar to siminate Cther Service Districts and
Provimity or Fre Stations as a sland alone
factors.

1.73

1.45

4.55

Existences of land
usas that nhibil
chavalopmeant

+ These uzés wilf be deriffed 1o identify areas
that would not be desirable for rural residential
OF Lrbar residaaial develonmeant

= Primarily a development issue and not in the
inferest of Ag ar Rural Residences. Toxic sltes
(Erwirpnmenial Faclors) or incompalible zoning
lssues have alwady been modress abowva,
Recomimend this factor be removed

245

345

3.82

Farcelization/
subdivson
pattarms

© 2001 Duany Plater-Zyberk & Company
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Existing iotiparcel patems wil be ussd lo
identify the pofential for resubdivision for more
fensive trban rural residemial development.
Highly imgmented tend & fass lkely ko pass
dovelopers leasibilty tesls

This & akeady adess uider the Folilical
Issues of Zoning. Repetiive - Recommend this
factor ba removed.
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SUITABILITY CRITERTA

UPDATE

Factors

Comments/Dlscussion Polnits

Avg. Inltial Ranking

Ag

Rus.
Res.

Urban
Res.

Water
mianagament
factlitizsplars

« Thiz factor is belng wsed as bookmank il the
consullart leam confis  thal the plans’
knpacts ane addressed by othar factors

« Akaacly atdmssed n e Envicsnimental Factior
ol Water Quantity abowe.  Repetitve -
Racammend this facior ba removad.

4.20

3.30

3.90

Land acquisiion
plans

o Consufisnt team & ywtg o ottan mforsetion
about funded land acquisiion plans

+ The Hole-In-the-Uonut, the Frog pond and the
Rocky Glades are all pfans that have and will
diminish agrcultural production in Mismi-Dade
Counly.

3.9

3.09

.08

Eazamentsiights
of way

¢ High vollage power e, high vofumsjprassire
pas e and ofer saserments that could it
rasidertial developrment wilf be mapped, a5 wif
any raifrpad rght-of-way

+ What does this have to do with preserving Ag
and the Fural Charagteristic of MiamiDade
County? Recommeand iz tactar be removad,

245

300

343

Proximity 1o transit

« Discussion fom

1.35

29

4.18

Political and Market

Zoning

= Areas with more idensive zoning will be
consifared 1o have o giealer development
potsmial

¢ mporttant o land values, affects fransition of
tand uses, and requires good ComMURity
paaning.  Yery mporant yet very political.
Recarnmend 2oy s Land Usa Plannig ba
combined  amd  dont  meshicl  zoning
considaralions to the eliects of the Bunl Harrls
Act

3.09

364

464

Flannead land usas

» For arass whars existing plans propose mons
Nemsive  develpmant than exfsls or i
currenily zoned, the moodel would prastime 2
giaater polensal o developmer.  IF planred
land use GIS coverage 5 not avafable, a
zoning coverage Wil be usad as & proxy and
ihis facior will he corribared with Zonig

s If suggested changes o zondng are accepted,
this tactor would ba Repefitive - Recommend
this [actor be combined with Zonlng

2.

3.27

4,64
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SUITABILITY CRITERTA

UPDATE

Factors

CommentsiDiscussion Polnts

- Avg. Inifial Ranking

Ag

Rur.
Ras,

Urban
Ras.

Public land
ownarship

v Land that & publicy owned or funded for
Acquisition will be presumad 1o remait n pubic
ownershipy wifass here are specific plans for is
sakg

» Not aware of any no long-term considerations
Tor Agriculture or Rural Holslng on any Public
Lands. Sliltsville and the Frog Pond are the
exception to this rule, bt nedlhar arg signilicant
of reprosontative of any soctor baing ranked,
Recommed this facior be removed. Mote: If
the Homestead Air Force Base Redevetoprment
plans change this could be a factor, but highty
uniliksdy.

273

318

A73

H

Deevaslopwreent

= Absery  any  new  amdonmendal Enciogs’

requiaiions, properies wif be assumed o
develop at Intensies granled pursuant o
currers devaonmartt Saraetnents,

¢ Housing densities directly affact the rural
characler of any area and should e
considenaed.

245

Vested rights

CAghculural
assessments

s Any afready permited or octherwise vesfed
development profects Wil be presumed 1o
develop

« Az with development agreaments, the sludy
may recommend purchase of dewvelopment
tighls uhdes spacified conditions.

Rights are Rights

-

384

318

409

4.18

4,36

Mo Geissin & readed o dendhe o e
factor wif be modaied

[mportant to land values and expenses

4.55

2564

1.45

Corporate
browrclarkes

w Land within cy's will be presurmed o have &

greater devetoprment poforiial

o Affocts servicss, taxes, penmils, restrictions and |

c:an &ither help or hurt varous interests

291

a8

3.08

Other senice
chislricts

This factor is baing wsed as & bookmark unff
tha consufiant lsam confims thai all sendce
st impacts ae addessed 7 other Sshed
o faes that ancotirags developmant

+ Racommend this be combingd with the factor:

AVAILABILITY OF PUBLIC FACILITIEE 1o
reduce repetiticn and hair spitting.

1.91

245

2.45

| Crop economics

+ Faciars 10 be ideniified from UE shudy

s Markats, supply and demand mpors
(MAFTA). packing house fees, progessing fees,
cost vs. banetit of vanous practices.
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SUITABILITY CRITERTA

UPDATE

|  Factors

Comments/Discussion Pointy

Avg. Initial Ranking

Ag

Rur.

Res.

Urban
Res.

" Housmg market
cermand

« This factor Io be rafied by Paul Tischisr's work

+ Driving fonce that perpeluates trbanization and
transition fom Ag or Rural Housing imto Lrban
Devalopermnt

Ermplayrmant
opportunites

= This factor largpely will ba addressed by average
OIS Himes,

= The considerations of development and worker
housing thal were provided in the Explanalion
of Suitability Criteria are repetiive and already
covered under the two factors of Housing
Market Demands and Zoning.  Recommend
this factor be remawed.

NAFTA

« NAFTA is Wikely o be one of the factors
ARBCHT CHT BLONOMICS
+ FAecommend this be combined with the factor

CROP ECONOMICS to reclucs mpstition and
cut o the issue,

developmenl

« Contigody with existing development would be
considerad  a  facioer  thal oreases e
pmssumsmrmnmmufagrmﬂwauandw
ural rosidendial o wban  deve

regartiass of exisliing zonng or land usa ;ﬂam
« Fepetitive. Already covered under Zoning and

Land Use Flanning. FRecommend this factor
b remcwedd,
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